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altogether tb« Ust claaeei which d«e« net refer at all to 
*'K«'CbaH;hes(iDeanuig, wesup|Mwe,Dr.XT. would unQly, 
the Pope's Churches). The proper translation is, ■' that 
he was ready to plead tua caiua eithfr at Boraa or in any 
of the Churches in other conntries with which be was 
Vnited by kttert of communion, if bis enemiea should en- 
deavoar to aUeoate tiote Ciaarchiv firom bin {'^illas eucle- 
lias," not " ilHus ecclesias," are the words in the original).' 

XXXIX W« have searched in vaia for this ]>assage, 
and presume the reference is incorreit. We can Tpnture, 
however, without seeing the oii^jinal, to pronounce the 
toaaslatioa to be aa iocorreo one. It is not likely that 
tte Afiican Bisheps, who bad just resisted appeals toBome 
■0 ttariHj, sbonld hare asked fur authority from Kume to 
jvdge w4ia(nti>ey shoaldezcummunicate in tbeir Councils. 
We have a notable instance to the contrary in the very 
next paragraph. 

XL. Dr. Geraghty niust feel somewhat hard pressed 
for authorities in orthodox quarters when he quotes 
fiom the profe-ision of faith of the " arch-heretic" 
Pelagius. That confession was addressed to Innocent I., 
by way of winning him over to his side, after he bad been 
cond mned by two Councils at Carthage, in 412 and 416, 
ConGimed by the Bishops of Numidia, assembled at Mi- 
levis. Pope Innocent died before he received Felagiu-i's 
letter, but his saeceg.sor, Zosimus (the then infallible 
judge, according to Dr. Geraghty), made no scruple of 
declaring Pelagias and his companion and colleague, 
Caelestiu-', innocent. But alas for the cause of supremacy 
and infallibility ; a year afterwards, a.d. 418 (the African 
Bishops having refused to change their judgment, and 
condemnt'd the doctrine of Felagius and Caelestitu arn-w). 
His Holiness changes his mind, for Caelestius lied from 
Borne, and the Pope wrote to the African Bishops a long 
letter, in which he condemned Cselestius's articles and 
Pelagius's writings. Zosimus was, no doubt, at first 
gulled by the flattering submissiveness of Pelagius's con- 
fession, which Dr. Geraghty would have us believe was 
the feeling of the universal Church at the time. 

Our readers will do well to read the whole history of 
Zosimns in the Ecclesiastical History of the learned and 
impartial Boman Catholic historian, Dupin, vol. i., p. 415- 
6. It was the same Zosimus who tried to foist ^^purioas 
canons on the African Bishops, and was detected by St. 
Augustine and his colleagues in ihe manner we havealready 
explained more than once in our pages (see supra, p. 2, and 
p. 124-5). Pope Zosimns's infalliUlity as a judge of con- 
troverted doctrines appears to ns to be about on a par with 
his honesty. It would be equally hard to maintain either, 
and as d fficult to ficcept the Supremacy on the confession 
of the arch-beretic Pelagias, who was ultimately condemned 
by no less than 24 councils in difTer^ni parts of the world. 

XLI. This epistle to Innocent is addressed to our 
tiTOther Inniicent ; and after apologisiiig for the length 
of his letter, in which he copiously upholds his own 
opinion about Pelagius, an oijinion which we have seen 
<in paragraph XL.) the opposition of Pope Zosimus 
(Innocent's successor) did not change, be politely com- 
pliments Innocent on big more abundant fountain of 
knowledge (a mere rhetorical flourish), but does not use 
any words referring to, or desiring, a decision on the 
matter. On the contrary, it ends thus ; — " We wish 
irhat we have said may be approved of by you, and that 
we may be comforted by your letters, thuwing that we 
partake in common of the same grace.' ' 

XLII. The letter from which this extract is given re- 
lates also to the here.«y of Pelagias, «hicli St. Augustine 
and his colleagues copiously cite the Holy Scriptures to 
refute. Wliat they wanted Innocent to do was to assist 
them in confuting Pelagius. and condemning his errors 
by Scripture authority. That St. Augustine did not 
mean to recognise any peculiar author'ty in the Bishops 
of Kome to declare what was heretical or what 
not is plain from the sequel, viz , that when Innocent's 
successor, Zosimus, declared «n_/aooiirof Pelagius, none 
of the African Bishops would yield to his authority, but 
remained of their original opinion, and persevered in 
their juJgment, condemning Pelagius and his colleague 
Caelestius anew. We give the passage, which is at best 
an ambiguous one, in the note." 

XLIU. We now come to Pope Innocent himself, and 
as we have shown that the testimony of such disinterested 
witnesses as Si. Basil, St. Jerome, St. Ambrose, St. 
Chrysoslom, and St. Auyustine wholly fails to prove the 
supremaey of Rome, we shall certainly not accept that 
doctrine on the in terested testimony of Pope Innocent. 

,t f " Carthago ciTiUflampia et itlu^tris . . . etiam traosniiiriafs 
Ticina regionibns et fama ctleherrimft nobilis : unde Don mediocris 
ntique aucto<iiHtis habebat episcopum, qui poset non curara ctm- 
epTiantem multitudinem inimicdrum, cum se videret et Romance 
Bcclesiae, in qua Bemper aposioiica) calhertrie viguit principatus et 
ceteris terris. undo Evaiigellum ad ipaaiii Africam veoit, per coramunl. 
calorias litteras tase coiijunctmii, ubi paratua esaet causam BUatn 
dicere, si adversaril ejus ab eo il as eccle.sias alienare coaaremur." — 
Tom. ii , p 91, a. 7, Kpis. ad Glorium et Eleusium. &c, 

■ ■* Dabit aane nobis vcniam snavitaa miriaiima ci>rdis tui, quod 
prolixiorem epistoUm foriaB,is quitm rel its ruse misimus sanctitati. 
IXoa CDim rivnlum nostrum tuo largo fonll auKeote refundimup, sed 
. . utrnm etiam noster licet exiguii8exeodeai,qiineiiam tnusabun. 
dans, emanet capite fluentorum, hoc a te probari volumus, tuisque 
rescriptis de enmmunt participatione uniua gratia c#njotori."— Epis. 
ad Innocent, 177, torn, il , p. b^ij. 

'"Sed arbitramur adjuvanie inisericordia Domini Dei nostri qui 
to et regere eonsulentem, et oram.-ra eiau.ire diinetur, auctoritatc 
Sanctitatis fuse, de aanctarnm Script u. arum anctoritata depromptie 
ftlclliaj eO) qui tam perversa et perniclosa scutiant, esse cessuroa."— 
Tom. il., p. 62j, Ben. £d. 



PETERS INHERITANCE AND PETER S CHAIR. 

TO THE EDITOa OF TBE CATBOUC LAIMAIT. 

Sir, — Your correspondent " C. J. M." has given a 
very clever vindication of the quotation given by Dr. 
Geraghty, " they have not Peter's inheritance who have 
not Peter's chair." But " C. J. M." treats the passage 
as correctly quoted without any question. That Dr. 
Geraghty should quote the passage as genuine is not to 
be wondered at ; but it may be new to some of your 
readers to hear that the words of Ambrose ( not Cyp- 
rian, as "C. J. M." supposes) more probably were 
" Non habent Petri heereditatem qui Pemfidem non ha- 

bent" i. «., "Theyhavenot thesuccessionof Peter who 

want the./at<A of Peter." We And this reading in the Basil 
(Apud Frob.) edition of Ambrose's works, an. 1527, 
" l>e pcenit." c. 6., torn i , p 156. Gratian it was, 1 be- 
lieve, who first introduced the al>eration of fidem into 
sedem, so that he gives as the correct reading : "Non 
habent Petri hsereditatem qui Petri sedem non habent." 
(Grat. Poenit. Dist. 1. c, Potest fieri, cap. lii., p. 1687. 
torn, i., edit , Lug. 1671. In the Paris edition, IC9'>, of 
Ambrose's works, torn, ii., p. 399, the word sedem is 
adopted, but with the following note : — " Omnesedit. ac 
MSS. nonniilli, qui Petri Rdent, alii multo plures potior- 
eaque, ^< Petri stdem" — (See Lynde'a Via Devia, edit. 
1850, p. 295). 

In this perplexity we are lefl: to adopt which reading 
we like. Dr. Geraghty dogmatically adopts that which 
suits his ptvpose ; but he has no right to do so if he be an 
honest controversialist, without, at the same time, point- 
ing out the fact that the genuineness of the quotation on 
which he so much relies (lie cites the passage twice) is 
disputed. Dr. G., it will be observed, not only withholds 
his reference, but even the author's name. 
I am. sir. 

Your obedient servant, 

C. II. COLIETTX. 

London, Nov., 1838. 
CAEDINAL WISEMAN'S SCHOLARSHIP. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LATUAN. 

Sia, — In a late number of the Saturday Review I find a 
notice of the new edition of the Encyclopaedia Metrnpoli- 
tana, in which is included a sketch of modern ecclesias- 
tical history, the following paragraph of which amused 
me very highly, and probably will amuse many of your 
readers too, to whom the facts may be new. It relates 
to a controversy which took i^ce between Dr. Wiseman 
and Dr. Turton. 

" Dr. Wiseman quoted Tittmann's Meletemata. Dr. 
Turton replied that he bad searched Tittmann's com. 
mentary, and could find nothing to Justify the assertion 
made. Dr. Wiseman ri'plied that Dr. Turton's schoolboy 
learning (!) was here so far at fault, that he could not 
refer to the right book. ' I quoted the MJetemala Sacra,' 
says Dr. Wiseman. ' I suppose the learned professor was 
unacquainted with the work ; so, like a g'lod contro- 
versialist — certainly not like a good sclolar— he goes to 
another book of Tittmann's, and from this attempts to 
confute me. This is his Commentary on St. John. The 
words from the Meletemata Sacra are as clear as those 
from the Commentary,' &c. It is evident from these Wurds 
that Dr. Wiseman never saw the book he was quoting 
himself ; for the title of that book is Mtletemata Sacra 
sive Commentarius Exegetico-critico-dogmaticus, in Evan- 
getium Joannit. Dr. Turton, having an objection to 
long words, quoted it by its more common title of Cum- 
mentary." 

I suppose, sir, that the whole history of modern con- 
troversy afi'ords no instance <>f so really comic a blunder. 
I do notkn>w myself whether it is aproof ofg>os< ignor- 
ance to be unacquainted with Tittmann's works. At 
any rate. Dr. Wiseman, supposing this to be the case of 
bis opponent, pronounces an acquaintance with 'I'ltt- 
mann to be absolutely necessary to a good scholar, and 
taunts Turton with his schoolboy learning, because he 
was not sufficiently acquainteil with this German writer. 
Imagine the coolness of this proceeding in reference to 
a work of which he himself knew nothing more than lalf 
the title ; for he evidently did not knov* that the Mele- 
temata Sacra was a Commentary on St, Jo/in. Just read 
how he pronounces his own condemnation when he 
describes the conduct as that " of a good controversialist, 

j but certainly not of a g>ud scholar." After such an ex. 

I hibition of combined ignorance and literary dislione-ty, 
I am amazed that any scholar has ever since cinde 

; scended to take notice of anything that has proceeded 
from the pen of Cardinal Wiseman. 

' Yours, X. Y. Z. 



FASTING VERSUS ABSTINENCE. 

TO THE EDITOR OS THE CATHOLIC LAYMAK. 

Oh I Mr. Editor, how conld you make out such a quare 
story about the fsisting. 

Sure that Friday that his Eminence the Cardinal and 
his Grace the Archbishop, and my Lords, the Rt. Rev. 
Fathers, the Bishops, and all the' holy Priests dined at 
Dundalk was no fast day at all, and sorra a notion any 
one of thirse blessed men had ol lasting at all. 
^ Isn't it a shame that any man, let alone you, Mr. Edi- 
I tor, should be ignorant ot anything about leligioa that 



the poorest omaudaun may learn by axing his parish 
priest, and, more by token, too, because this is simply a 
matter of priest religion, and no Bible talk at all. Taka 
my word for it, there is not a clargy among them that 
couldn't tell you fast enough what days is " fast days," 
and what days is only " days of abstinence." 

Now, if you'll condiscind to listen to me, that had mjr 
laming from the " age of seven years" till the age of sevea 
and twenty, I'll thry and incense you into the real doc- 
trine of the Church about fasting and abstinence, and so 
lighten the difficulties of your understanding. 

It's all very aisy for you, Mr. Ed'itor, and the likes of 
you, to say, Pooh, pooh, faslin' and abstainin' is all the 
same thing ; but if you'd bought the exparience as I did, 
by abstaining on " the appointed days" from seven yean 
old to twenty-one, and then had fasting clapp'd on to the 
back of that, you'd hare earned a clearer idea of the dif- 
ference than is in your possession at the present moment ; 
and you'd maybe get a purtier notion of what " tho 
Church is at this present" than you're ever likely to get 
by cracking Dr. Geraghty's blind nuts. 

Now. listen. If there was no differ between fastin' and 
abstainin' a man might eat as much as he conld get and 
swally, in one hour, of roast beef and mustard, and 
never break his fast at all ! But, supposing the man 
could get only roast beef and mustard, and that absti- 
nence was " enjoined by the Church'' as well as fastiii|[^ 
what then 7 Oh, then, the man, like the poor lady in 
the play, must get only the mustard, let who would eUt 
the beef. 

Moreover, you should know that " the Church" maket 
four different kinds of days in the year. 

1. Days about which she says nothing at all, when 
people may eat what they please, and when they please. 

2. Days of abstinence only, when they may eat as much 
as they please, provided it is neither four-footed baste 
nor feathered fowl. 

3. Fasting days, on which they may eat only one " fall 
meal" a day. 

4. Days of fast and abstinence, both at once, when thej' 
may eat only one meal a day, and that not oi flesh or 
fowl. To the best of my belief, the Church has not settled 
what is the nature of eggs and cheese and butter, but X 
know that they are not allowed (o be eaten on fast days 
along with mate or fish, and on some days in Lent they're 
not to be eaten at all. The regulations lor Lent is left en- 
tirely to the Bishops, to be made out according to their 
own discrition; every one of them is master to order 
what colour of Lent he likes, and I hear they're not u 
black as they was when I had to say to them. 

Now, Mr. Editor, don't be looking as if yon thought 
this was unthrue or uncharitable. Shure,lheyoung mistress 
tould mu herself that tho schoolmistress she lived wid in 
Paris bought a dispensation for herself anil everybody in 
the house to ate butcher's meat (1 disremember about the 
poultry) four days in the week insted of three, and 
didn't she and her two purty English cousins refuse to 
profit by the lave, till they got word from England that 
the Archbishop of Paris had the moral 0' a right to make 
what riggu'ations be liked in bis own town. And more 
nor this, didn't my own gran<<moiher, like a raal old 
Catholic as she was, Hgbt bardt both Dr. and Priest, wheD 
they ordered her to eat meat on Fridays and Saturdays to 
stringthen her, and didn't she think herself the most 
onlbrtnit sinner on airth because she was forbid to keep 
"the commandments of the Church." 

Now, Mr. Eiiitor, I'm telling you nothing but what hap- 
pened in my own family, and maybe I couldn't tell you as 
quare things about other houses, all along of that same 
lasting ; but if I did, maybe I'd be putting that great de- 
Knder of the faith. Dr. Geraghty, out of sorts, and yoit, 
and your readers, might lose some of his veracious ilo- 
cution. 

Now, sir, you can't but confess what wonderful power 
there is in them holy men, the "priests of the Church." 
Only to think that what tbey tell you one day is a mortial 
sin, that would send a sowl to bell, is, on another, by a 
mere twisht of their will, turned into a vartue that would 
help a sowl to glory. 

I hope, Mr. Editor, you are by this time convinced that 
a day of abstinence may not, of necessity, be a fast day^ 
and that the ntver.to-be-forgotten day of the Dundalk 
dinner was only a d.iy of abstinence. Whether or not 
they kept tho abstinence depinds, I suppose, on Mr. 
Po!son. I have my doubts whether, if he did give them 
something better nor fish-flesh and vegetables it wouldn't 
be the first time a mistake had happened on such a solemn 
occasion. 

I am free to confess that the commands of the Church 
is a quare medly, with quare distinctions in it ; and, to my 
mind, the upshot of it all is to make men, aye, and womeu 
too, young and old, set an unfair value on what they ate, 
and put them up, too, to trying how they can most cheat 
the commandment than what they would do if they beecd 
talk of none but God's commandments in the matter. 
I am, Mr, Editor, 

Yours, &c., &c., 

A. H. 

[We are much indebted to our lively friend for correct* 
ing our notions on fasting and abstinence. We should, 
until enlightened, ns soon have thought of calling a Minis- 
terial white-bait dinner "abstineoca" as tha recant cel9« 
brutcd banquet at Dundalk.J 



